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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-36 are presented for examination. 



Double Patenting 



The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 
F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 
418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1 .130(b). 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 



2. Claims 1-36 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
double patenting over claims 1-56 of copending Application No. 10/618,810. 

Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct 
from each other. The examiner can ascertain not difference between the claims of the 
present application and that of copending Application No. 10/342, 432. It is noted that 
the minor difference encompass replacement of the recitation of the limitations in the 
claims and it appears to be substantially the same or duplicate or in some instance 
obvious over one another. For example, claims 1, 14, 15, and 26, functions performed 
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by the steps are the same and obvious as the steps of claims 1 , 10, 1 1 , 20, 21 , 30, 39, 
and 48 of copending Application No. 10/618,810. 

This is a provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have 
not yet been patented. 

Claim Objections 

3. The specification is objected to for potential 101 problem as failing to provide 
proper antecedent basis for the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1 .75(d) (1 ) and 
MPEP § 608.01 (o). Appropriate correction is required because the specification does 
not provide antecedent basis for "computer-accessible storage medium" as recited in 
line 1 of claim 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, 
subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 15-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they are directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 15-25 recite a method comprising steps that may be performed mentally 
and / or manually by human being. Thus, the method neither explicitly recites another 
statutory class of invention (i.e., a machine, a manufacture or a composition of matter) 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/61 8,828 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2195 

nor inherently requires the use of a particular machine or apparatus. Accordingly, the 
recited invention is nonstatutory subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-19, 25-30, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mckee et al. (5,488, 694) in view of Saliba et al. (U.S. 2001/0037315) 
and further in view of Demers et al. (U.S. 5,781, 912). 

6. As to claim 1 , Mckee teaches the invention substantially as claimed including: a 
system, comprising: 

one or more processors (I/O processors, col. 4, lines 34-37); 
pause the plurality of transactions managed by the transaction manager in 
response to a pause request to pause the transaction manager ( the transaction queue 
is capable of being frozen in response to <que_FRZ> , col. 20, lines 26-28 / Abnormal 
termination of an IOC transaction causes the transaction queue 806 to be frozen and 
the que. sub.-- FRZ flag in the queue manager CSR 802 to be set, col. 23, line 65 - 
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col. 24, line 3), wherein while paused, the transaction manager does not allow any of the 
plurality of transactions managed by the transaction manager to complete ( so that all 
entries that have not been selected will not be executed, col. 20, lines 28-30); and 
resume the plurality of transactions managed by the transaction manager in 
response to a resume request (unfreezing the transaction queue using the same 
mechanism as frozen such as in response to signal, col. 20, lines 30-32). 

7. Mckee does not explicitly teach memory coupled to the one or more processors 
and configured to store program instructions executable by the one or more processors 
to implement a transaction manager, wherein the transaction manager is configured to: 

manage a plurality of transactions initiated by one or more application, wherein 
each transaction comprises a plurality of operations to one or more data sources that 
are required to be committed to the one or more data sources a atomically for each 
respective transaction. 

8. However, Saliba teaches memory coupled to the one or more processors and 
configured to store program instructions executable by the one or more processors to 
implement a transaction manager (storage medium having stored thereon a plurality of 
executable instructions including at least a subset of which that, when executed, 
implement the financial transaction manager, paragraphs 37, and 1 1 7), wherein the 
transaction manager is configured to: 
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manage a plurality of transactions initiated by one or more application (email 
client application executing on the computing device to access and interact with the 
email system 102, paragraph 40 /email server application 115 implements a number of 
common email services such as, for example, compose email, send email, receive 
email, display email, and the a like, Paragraph 42 / initiate payments, request payments, 
authorize payments and perform a number of account maintenance and management 
functions through an email user interface, paragraph 43), wherein each transaction 
(Request a Payment) comprises a plurality of operations to one or more data sources 
that are required to be committed to the one or more data sources a atomically for each 
respective transaction ( select, identify... and submit, paragraphs 94-97). 

9. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Mckee to incorporate the teaching of 
memory coupled to the one or more processors and configured to store program 
instructions executable by the one or more processors to implement a transaction 
manager, wherein the transaction manager is configured to manage a plurality of 
transactions initiated by one or more application, wherein each transaction comprises a 
plurality of operations to one or more data sources that are required to be committed to 
the one or more data sources a atomically for each respective transaction as taught by 
Saliba because this allow to enable users to access and utilize the features of email 
system to complete their purpose. 
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10. Mckee and Saliba do not explicitly teach committed to source atomically. 
However, Hallmark teaches committed to source atomically (transaction that can update 
any number of the distributed database and can commit the transaction atomically, col. 
2, line 59- col. 3, line 3). 

11. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Mckee and Saliba to incorporate the 
teaching of committed to source atomically as taught by Hallmark because it allow to 
prevent other transactions from altering the data at inappropriate times during 
processing. 

12. As to claim 14, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 above. 

13. As to claim 2, Mckee teaches the transaction manager is configured to change 
the state of each of the plurality of transaction managed by the transaction manager 
(Completed status means that a completed request is no longer using the IOC bus 110 
and the status word has been written into the transaction buffer 670, col. 17, lines 5-22). 

14. As to claims 3-4, Saliba teaches the transaction manager is configured to request 
permission to change the state of each of the plurality of transactions managed by the 
transaction manager prior to changing the state of each respective transaction (the 
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status for a particular financial transaction changes, the change is displayed in the 
Inbox, paragraph 86). 

15. As to claim 5, Mckee teaches the transaction manager is configured to prohibit a 
change of state of each of the plurality of transactions managed by the transaction 
manager while the transaction manager is paused complete (so that all entries that 
have not been selected will not be executed, col. 20, lines 28-30; thereby, changing the 
state of transaction is prohibit). 

16. As to claims 6-7, Mckee teaches the transaction manager is configured to 
support the execution of each of the plurality of transactions managed by the 
transaction manager within a respective current state while the transaction manager is 
paused (freeing up the transaction controller to process another request, col. 17, lines 
20-22). 

17. As to claim 8, Mckee teaches while the transaction manager is paused, the 
system is configured to perform operations on one or more individual transactions 
(freeing up the transaction controller to process another request, col. 17, lines 20-22). 

18. As to claim 9, Saliba teaches the operations comprise one or more from the 
following: rollback, abort, partial rollback, add/remove participant, and commit (submit, 
paragraph 97). 
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1 9. As to claims 1 0, 1 2-1 3, Hallmark teaches one or more of the transactions are 
local and global transactions (local/global transaction, col. 4, lines 14-25). 

20. As to claim 1 1 , Mckee teaches while paused, the transaction manager is not 
allowed to change the state of the one or more transactions to the committing state (so 
that all entries that have not been selected will not be executed, col. 20, lines 28-30). 

20. As to claims 15, and 26, they are rejected for the same reason as claim 1 . 

22. As to claims 16 and 27, they are rejected for the same reason as claim 1 1 . In 
addition, Saliba teaches the transaction manager attempts to perform a state change on 
a transaction in response to input to the transaction manager (the status for a particular 
financial transaction changes, the change is displayed in the Inbox, paragraph 86). 

22. As to claim 17 and 28, Saliba teaches the input comprise notification that an 
application has initiated a transaction (responsive to user input received via the email 
application/user interface 1 15 to selectively invoke services of the financial manager 
suite 304, paragraph 63). 

23. As to claims 18 and 29, Saliba teaches state change comprises a change from a 
nonexistent state to an active state (status for a particular financial transaction changes, 
the change is displayed in the Inbox, paragraph 86). 
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24. As to claim 25, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 7. 

25. As to claims 19, and 30, Saliba teaches input comprises notification that an 
application has executed a commit transaction command (submit the request by 
selection of the submit soft-key 932, step 822. In response, the management function 
316 forwards the message to an appropriate technical resource, which responds to the 
user's request, paragraph 93). 

26. As to claim 36, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 25. 

27. Claims 20-24, 31-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mckee et al. (5,488, 694) in view of Saliba et al. (U.S. 
2001/0037315) and further in view of Demers et al. (U.S. 5,781, 912), as applied to 
claims 19, and 30 above, and further in view of Klein et al. (U.S. Patent 6,728,958 
B1). 

28. As to claims 20-21 , and 31-32, Mckee, Saliba and Demers do not explicitly teach 
teaches notification that all participants are prepared commit the transaction. However, 
Klein teaches notification that all participants are prepared commit the transaction (col. 
2, lines 32-36, and lines 53-67). 
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29. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Mckee and Saliba to incorporate the 
teaching of notification that all participants are prepared commit the transaction as 
taught Klein because this allow transactions to be performed simultaneously as desired 
for optimal system performance. 

30. As to claims 22-23, and 33-34, Klein teaches a change from a preparing state to 
a committing state (col. 2, lines 14-23). 

31 . As to claims 24 and 35, Saliba teaches state change comprises a change from a 
nonexistent state to an active state (status for a particular financial transaction changes, 
the change is displayed in the Inbox, paragraph 86). 

Conclusion 

32. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to CAMQUY TRUONG whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-3773. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng Ai An can be reached on (703)305-9678. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

A/AN H NGUYEN/ Camquy Truong 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2194 

January 30 2009 



